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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 4/13/07 
has been entered. 

Notice to Applicant 

2. This communication is in response to the RCE filed on 4/1 3/07. Claims 1 -3, 5, 7, 
22 have been amended. Claims 4, 9 and 12-21 have been cancelled. Claims 1-3, 5-8, 
10-11, 22-31 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-3, 5-8, 10-11 and 22-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ribitzky (6,363,393) in view of Evans et al (6,266,675) and further in 
view of Cooke, Jr. et al (6,574,629). 

(A) As per claim 1 , Ribitzky discloses a data management system for patient data, 
comprising: having a functionality code segment and a first user interface code segment 
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(See Ribitzky, Col.9, lines 44-67 to Col. 10, line 19); having a functionality code segment 
and a second user interface code segment (See Ribitzky, Col.9, lines 44-67 to Col. 10, 
line 19); and a container application having a first user interface layer in communication 
with the PACS and a second user interface layer in communication with the RIS, 
wherein the first and second user interface layers are configured to convert the first user 
interface code segment of the PACS and the second user interface code segment of the 
RIS to a uniform user interface and to communicate patient data between the 
functionality code segments of the PACS and the RIS, respectively (See Ribitzky, Col.9, 
lines 44-67 to Col.10, line 59). 

Ribitzky does not explicitly disclose the uniform user interface such that the 
patient data of the functionality code segments of the first and second components are 
formatted with the same look and feel. 

However, this feature is known in the art, as evidenced by Evans. In particular, 
Evans teaches the uniform user interface such that the patient data of the functionality 
code segments of the first and second components are formatted with the same look 
and feel (See Evans, Col.11, lines 32-67; Col.7, 1-19 to Col.8, line 17). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Evans within the system of Ribitzky with the 
motivation of providing a system and method which are needed for using relational 
databases to dynamically configure an application program easily (See Evans, Col.2, 
lines 10-12). 
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The combination of Ribitzky and Evans do not explicitly disclose that the system 
having a picture archival and communication system (PACS), a radiology information 
system (RIS). 

However, this feature is known in the art, as evidenced by Cooke. In particular, 
Cooke suggests that the system having a picture archival and communication system 
(PACS) and a radiology information system (RIS) (See Cooke, Col. 12, lines 49-67 to 
Col.13, line 18). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Cooke within the collective teachings Evans 
and Ribitzky with the motivation of providing PACS which include at least one station 
capable of displaying the images, and a network gateway which communicates with the 
station and a remote source (e.g., a hospital radiology information, or RIS) (See Cooke, 
Col.3, lines 20-23). 

(B) As per claim 2, Cooke discloses the data management system wherein the 
functionality code segment of the PACS is configured to store and retrieve patient 
image data (See Cooke, Col.13, lines 1-30). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Ribitzky, Evans and 
Cooke are as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above, and incorporated herein. 
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(C) As per claim 3, Cooke discloses the data management system wherein the 
functionality code segment of the RIS is configured to store and retrieve patient image 
data (See Cooke, Col. 10, lines 30-38). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Ribitzky, Evans and 
Cooke are as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above, and incorporated herein. 

(D) As per claim 5, Cooke discloses the data management system further comprising 
a first service layer in communication with the PACS and a second service layer in 
communication with the RIS, wherein the first and second service layers are configured 
to communicate data between the functionality code segments of the PACS and the RIS 
and a service (See Cooke, Col. 18, lines 55-67 to Col. 19, line 22). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Ribitzky, Evans and 
Cooke are as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above, and incorporated herein. 

(E) As per claim 6, Ribitzky discloses the data management system wherein the 
service includes a telecommunication service (See Ribitzky, Col.6, lines 43-67). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Ribitzky, Evans and 
Cooke are as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above, and incorporated herein. 

(F) As per claim 7, Ribitzky discloses a data management system for patient data, 
comprising: for retrieving patient image data from a database and having a first user 
interface (See Ribitzky; Col.9, lines 44-67 to Col. 10, line 19); for processing patient text 
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data and having a second user interface (Col. 9, lines 44-67 to Col. 10, line 19); for 
converting the first user interface and the second user interface to a uniform user 
interface and for receiving the patient image data and the patient text data for 
generating display signals based on the patient image data (See Ribitzky, Col. 9, lines 
44-67 to Col. 10, line 59). 

Ribitzky does not explicitly disclose the patient text data according to a 
predetermined display format, wherein the predetermined display format has a common 
look and feel for the patient image data and the patient text data. 

However, this feature is known in the art, as evidenced by Evans. In particular, 
Evans teaches the patient text data according to a predetermined display format, 
wherein the predetermined display format has a common look and feel for the patient 
image data and the patient text data (See Evans, Col.11, lines 32-67; Col. 7, 1-19 to 
Col.8, line 17). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Evans within the system of Ribitzky with the 
motivation of providing a system and method which are needed for using relational 
databases to dynamically configure an application program easily (See Evans, Col.2, 
lines 10-12). 

The combination of Ribitzky and Evans do not explicitly disclose that the system 
having a picture archival and communication system (PACS), a radiology information 
system (RIS) and a data manager in communication with the PACS and the RIS, 
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wherein the data manager includes a user interface code segment in communication 
with the PACS and the RIS. 

However, this feature is known in the art, as evidenced by Cooke. In particular, 
Cooke suggests that the system having a picture archival and communication system 
(PACS) and a radiology information system (RIS) (See Cooke, Col. 12, lines 49-67 to 
Col. 13, line 18) and a data manager in communication with the PACS and the RIS, 
wherein the data manager includes a user interface code segment in communication 
with the PACS and the RIS (See Cooke, Col. 23, lines 50-67 to Col.24, lines 10). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Cooke within the collective teachings Evans 
and Ribitzky with the motivation of providing PACS which include at least one station 
capable of displaying the images, and a network gateway which communicates with the 
station and a remote source (e.g., a hospital radiology information, or RIS) (See Cooke, 
Col.3, lines 20-23). 

(G) As per claim 8, Evans discloses the data management system further comprising 
a display unit configured to receive the display signals and provide a display based on 
the display signals (Col. 4, lines 52-64). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Ribitzky, Evans and 
Cooke are as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above, and incorporated herein. 
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(H) As per claim 1 0, Evans discloses the data management system further 
comprising a third application configured to process data, the user interface code 
segment in communication with the third application and configured to receive the data 
and to generate display signals based on the data (Col.4, lines 52-64). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Ribitzky, Evans and 
Cooke are as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above, and incorporated herein. 

(I) As per claim 1 1 , Ribitzky discloses the data management system wherein the 
third application is in communication with the internet (Col.6, lines 54-58). 

(J) As per claim 22, Ribitzky discloses a method of displaying patient data from a 
plurality of applications, comprising: receiving patient image data having a first user 
interface (See Ribitzky; Col.9, lines 44-67 to Col. 10, line 19); receiving patient text data 
having a second user interface (See Ribitzky; Col.9, lines 44-67 to Col.10, line 19); 
converting the first user interface and the second user interface to a uniform user 
interface (Col.10, lines 1-59). 

Ribitzky does not explicitly disclose configuring the patient image data and the 
patient text data according to a predetermined display format; and displaying the 
configured patient image data and patient text data according to the display format such 
that the patient image data and the patient text data have the look and feel. 

However, these features are known in the art, as evidenced by Evans. In 
particular, Evans teaches configuring the patient image data and the patient text data 
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according to a predetermined display format; and displaying the configured patient 
image data and patient text data according to the display format such that the patient 
image data and the patient text data have the look and feel (See Evans, Col.1 1 , lines 
32-67; Col.7, 1-19 to Col.8, line 17). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Evans within the system of Ribitzky with the 
motivation of providing a system and method which are needed for using relational 
databases to dynamically configure an application program easily (See Evans, Col.2, 
lines 10-12). 

The combination of Ribitzky and Evans do not explicitly disclose that the system 
having a picture archival and communication system (PACS), a radiology information 
system (RIS). 

However, this feature is known in the art, as evidenced by Cooke. In particular, 
Cooke suggests that the system having a picture archival and communication system 
(PACS) and a radiology information system (RIS) (See Cooke, Col. 12, lines 49-67 to 
Col.13, line 18). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Cooke within the collective teachings Evans 
and Ribitzky with the motivation of providing PACS which include at least one station 
capable of displaying the images, and a network gateway which communicates with the 
station and a remote source (e.g., a hospital radiology information, or RIS) (See Cooke, 
Col.3, lines 20-23). 
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(K) As per claim 23, Cooke discloses the method further comprising receiving the 
patient image data from a PACS database (See Cooke, CoL10, lines 12-60). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Ribitzky, Evans and 
Cooke are as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above, and incorporated herein. 

(L) As per claim 24, Evans discloses the method wherein the predetermined display 
format includes a display format for an icon (Col. 13, lines 18-59). 

(M) As per claim 25, Evans discloses the method wherein the predetermined display 
format includes a display format for menu (Col. 7, lines 10-19; Col. 13, lines 18-59). 

(N) As per claim 26, Evans discloses the method further comprising communicating 
the patient image data through a user interface layer (Col. 6, lines 50-58). 

(O) As per claim 27, Ribitzky discloses the method further comprising providing 
patient image data to one of the internet and an intranet (C0I.6, lines 54-58). 

(P) As per claim 28, Cooke discloses the data management system further 
comprising a third component having a functionally code segment and a third user 
interface code segment, wherein the container application is configured to communicate 
patient data between the functionality code segments of the PACS, RIS and third 
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components, respectively, and the uniform user interface (See Cooke, Col. 18, lines 55- 
67 to Col. 19, line 22). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Ribitzky, Evans and 
Cooke are as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above, and incorporated herein. 

(Q) As per claim 29, Ribitzky discloses the data management system wherein the 
functionality code segment of the third component is configured to communicate with 
the Internet (Col.6, lines 54-58). 

(R) As per claim 30, Ribitzky discloses the data management system wherein the 
service communicates with the first and second service layers via a predetermined 
protocol (See Col.6, lines 54-58). 

(S) As per claim 31 , Ribitzky discloses the data management system wherein the 
predetermined protocol includes componentware (Col.6, lines 30-58). 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed on 4/1 3/07 with respect to claims 1 -3, 5-8, 1 0-1 1 and 
22-31 have been considered but they are not persuasive. 

(A) At pages 2-6 of the 4/1 3/07 response, Applicant argues that the features in the 
3/7/07 amendment are not taught or suggested by the applied references. 
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In response, all of the limitations which Applicant disputes as missing in the 
applied references, including the features newly added in the 4/13/07 amendment, have 
been fully addressed by the Examiner as either being fully disclosed or obvious in view 
the teachings of Ribitsky, Evans and/or Cooke based on the logic and sound scientific 
reasoning of one ordinarily skilled in the art at the time of the invention, as detailed in 
the remarks and explanations given in the preceding sections of the present Office 
Action and in the prior Office Action, and incorporated herein. One cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 
1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

In addition, the test for obviousness is not whether the features of a secondary 
reference may be bodily incorporated into the structure of the primary reference; nor is it 
that the claimed invention must be expressly suggested in any one or all of the 
references. Rather, the test is what the combined teachings of the references would 
have suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The cited but not the applied art teaches method and system for 
managing patient medical records (2001/0041991). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vanel Frenel whose telephone number is 571-272-6769. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zeender Ryan Florian can be reached on 571-272-6790. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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